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everybody’s health care, wanted to de-
prive those World War II veterans— 
knowingly deprive them of just this 
one chance to roll through in a wheel-
chair and see what was dedicated to 
them. It is tragic, what is going on. It 
is time Americans awoke. 

Ben Franklin is credited with saying, 
in essence, those who are willing to 
give up liberty for security deserve nei-
ther. We are seeing that. Americans 
have given up so much liberty over and 
over, saying: well, at least it is going 
to keep me safer. 

At what point do you say enough giv-
ing the Federal Government power? We 
want our liberty that the Founders es-
tablished in the Constitution, that war 
after war was fought to provide, that 
the Declaration acknowledged were 
rights that were endowed by our Cre-
ator. 

Some ask: Well, if these rights are 
endowed by our Creator to life, liberty, 
and pursuit of happiness, why doesn’t 
everybody in the world have them? 

It is real easy. God, the Creator, gave 
us freedom of choice. We are free to 
choose things that would do us harm 
and free to choose the right way that 
would lead to life, liberty, and pursuit 
of happiness. 

We happen to have been blessed by ei-
ther being born here or have come to a 
Nation where we had those liberties, 
where they were fought for, where the 
things that were taught in church, that 
were spoken of in the Bible—the Bible 
is the most quoted book in the history 
of this Chamber, especially in the first 
150 years, and especially by those who 
fought against slavery, saying: How 
can we expect God to continue blessing 
America when we are putting our 
brothers and sisters in chains and 
bondage? 

Those individuals laid the ground-
work—the foundation for us to have 
this life, liberty, and pursuit of happi-
ness. We owe them to leave it to the 
next generation. 

Poll after poll say this is probably 
the first time in American history that 
a generation will leave a country less 
free, with less opportunity to their 
children. 

That is why I ran for Congress. I 
want to do everything I can to keep 
that from happening. 

I was taught as a Boy Scout—espe-
cially as an Eagle Scout—we were 
never to leave a place worse off than 
we found it; and if we don’t turn this 
thing around, we will be the generation 
that does that. God help us and God 
forgive us if we do. We simply cannot 
do that. 

When we have people who have 
stepped forward, as these in the IRS 
and Health and Human Services have, 
to say: Warning, red flag, red light, 
stop. There is too much abuse here. De-
mand your freedom back. Quit turning 
it over to Federal agencies. 

When those people are rising up and 
saying wake up, America, we had bet-
ter wake up. When we have a President 
who said, over and over as a Senator, 

that we cannot allow a President to 
usurp more and more power away from 
Congress, it showed us that he knew 
right from wrong in this government. 

Now, the same President is, by execu-
tive order, changing the law repeat-
edly, and it is time this House rose up 
and said: we are not funding one single 
part of the executive branch that 
usurps power that is not afforded it in 
the Constitution. 

We have the power to do that. Why? 
Because the Founders put it in the 
Constitution, and just like our Creator 
endowed us with certain inalienable 
rights, just like some parents have 
plenty to endow to their children when 
they die, the children don’t enjoy those 
benefits if they won’t claim them and 
be willing to fight for them. 

There are always people—evil people 
who want to take away those benefits, 
take away those rights; so no matter 
what someone inherits, if they don’t 
accept it, claim it, and be willing to 
fight for it, they will not keep those 
benefits. 

We owe the next generation what we 
were given and better, and until we 
start holding the executive branch ac-
countable—at least those in it that are 
not complying with the law, that are 
violating the law—we are destined to 
be that evil, narcissistic, self-serving 
generation that leaves the country 
worse off than we found it. 

Mr. Speaker, I hope and pray that 
enough of us will arise to prevent that 
from happening. 

With that, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

f 

AID TO PAKISTAN 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2013, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from California (Mr. ROHR-
ABACHER) for 30 minutes. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, 
for 2 months, public attention has been 
riveted on Ukraine. Today, I suggest it 
is harmful to our security to just focus 
on Ukraine and ignore the battle 
against radical Islam and the ensuing 
threat of China that is far more dan-
gerous to us than which direction Cri-
mea goes. 

Yesterday, Secretary of State John 
Kerry requested that Congress approve 
aid to Pakistan. That is foreign aid to 
Pakistan. The administration is re-
questing $881.8 million for aid to Paki-
stan. The Congress and the American 
people should pay attention to this re-
quest. 

Since 9/11, the United States has 
given Pakistan over $25 billion, with 
over $17 billion of that going to the 
Pakistani security services, services 
that target and kill American soldiers 
through helping those elements in that 
part of the world that kill American 
soldiers and terrorize civilian popu-
lations. 

Our generosity has only emboldened 
Pakistan’s military clique—that clique 
that actually rules the country, that 

clique that gave refuge to Osama bin 
Laden. 

Most importantly, Pakistan has not 
been acting as our friend—not just that 
clique, but the government itself of 
Pakistan; and we don’t need to be 
supplementing the countries and sup-
porting the countries and giving aid to 
the countries that are hostile to Amer-
ica’s interests and hateful of our way 
of life. 

It is a charade to believe that our aid 
is buying Pakistan’s cooperation in 
hunting down terrorists, as Secretary 
Kerry stated yesterday. Frankly, that 
is wishful thinking, but that is not fac-
ing the reality of what we confront in 
South Asia. 

A Pakistani commission reported on 
the bin Laden raid—the raid that 
brought bin Laden, the murderer of so 
many Americans, to justice—and the 
Pakistani commission points out nega-
tive developments in U.S.-Pakistan re-
lations in recent years, and it is, in 
their view, ‘‘a growing American 
threat’’ to Pakistani interests. 

These are not the sentiments of a re-
gime that wants to work with us. 
These are not the sentiments of 
friends. 

Remember, when our SEAL teams 
went to get Osama bin Laden, the Pak-
istani Government took the wreckage 
of one of our helicopters—a stealth hel-
icopter, cutting-edge technology that 
was used in that raid—and gave it to 
the Communist Chinese. 

Of course, the Pakistanis call the 
Chinese their all-weather friend, and 
we are supposedly just their fair- 
weather friend; yet we should be giv-
ing, according to this administration, 
over $881 million more in aid, on top of 
the billions that we have already given 
the Pakistanis. 

Indeed, a study by the Pew Research 
Center’s Global Attitudes Project 
found that 81 percent of those surveyed 
in Pakistan were favorable to Com-
munist China—Communist China— 
which represses its own Muslim popu-
lation, murders Christians, and is a 
dictatorship of a clique—of a crony 
capitalist clique that controls that 
country. 

When 81 percent of those surveyed in 
Pakistan are favorable to that country, 
while only 11 percent are favorable to 
the United States, should we be spend-
ing money that we are borrowing from 
China, in order to give money to a 
country that likes China more than it 
likes the United States, and we end up 
giving money to the country and to the 
people that don’t like us? 

Well, no. We should cut off our aid to 
Pakistan because it is not an ally, and 
any money we send to them only 
strengthens their ability to act against 
us and against our friends in Afghani-
stan and elsewhere. 

We cannot buy the friendship of the 
people of Pakistan, nor can we buy the 
friendship of the Government of Paki-
stan. These are people who feel that 
their core interests and their values go 
totally against what we believe in and 
who we are, as a country. 
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At a time of tight budgets, we should 

reserve our aid for friends and allies. 
We should never give assistance to 
those who target and kill Americans or 
even support those elements that do 
target and kill Americans. Perhaps we 
could reexamine our motives and our 
ability to provide such assistance 
throughout the world. 

Obviously, we can’t be supporting our 
enemies like this; but even with our 
friends in friendly countries, we are 
having to borrow money from China 
and elsewhere, in order to give money, 
as aid, to other countries. That makes 
no sense to me. 

b 1245 

We need to restructure our aid situa-
tion. Yes, America does have a moral 
obligation to try to help others in 
need, but perhaps we should focus on 
emergency situations and limit our aid 
to those countries who have tsunamis 
or earthquakes or other catastrophes 
in which much of their population is in 
grave danger or is suffering. That type 
of foreign aid is something we can be 
proud of, and we can channel it to any 
group of people in the world who are 
ordinary people who are in danger. We 
can then reach out and show our gen-
erosity, and perhaps we will receive 
some gratitude from people who are in 
a desperate situation rather than 
transferring our money to governments 
that are often anti, against, everything 
America stands for. 

How do we know that Pakistan still 
has a government that considers—at 
least a clique that runs their govern-
ment and that tells their government— 
that considers the United States less 
than a friend, perhaps an enemy? It is 
very easy to see. 

We should never forget. And the real 
bellwether for this is the treatment of 
Dr. Afridi. As we ponder our policies, 
let us not forget Dr. Afridi, the heroic 
Pakistani doctor who was instrumental 
in the effort to capture or kill bin 
Laden. Dr. Afridi was arrested on May 
22, 2011, 3 weeks after the United States 
raid which brought Osama bin Laden to 
justice. He has been in a Pakistani jail 
ever since. He was initially held be-
neath the ISI’s headquarters in 
Islamabad. There he was tortured and 
kept blindfolded for 8 months and 
handcuffed for a year, leaving physical 
damage on this heroic friend of Amer-
ica. 

This man is a hero who risked his life 
to bring to justice the terrorist mon-
ster who organized the 9/11 attack that 
killed 3,000 Americans. Dr. Afridi 
risked his life to bring justice, and we 
leave him in Pakistan in a dungeon. We 
abandon him. We leave him to rot in 
that dungeon. In May 2012, Dr. Afridi 
was moved to the Peshawar Central 
Jail after being sentenced to 33 years 
in jail. 

Dr. Afridi told FOX News he helped 
the CIA out of love for the United 
States and swore that he would help 
America again despite the fact that 
these people were torturing him. We 

have not only abandoned him, but Con-
gress is considering, as I say, giving 
even more, hundreds of millions of dol-
lars. In fact, the total amount of aid 
that they want to give to Pakistan this 
year is $1.3 billion in American aid to 
Pakistan. 

This is an abomination. It is shame-
ful. It is cowardly. It is a cowardly be-
trayal of a man who risked his life for 
us. Who else, who will stand with us in 
the future if we treat our friends this 
way? 

America all so often treats our 
friends in a shabby way, abandons 
them at a time, and then our govern-
ment has the gall to request that we 
give aid to those people who are the 
tormentors of Dr. Afridi. In fact, these 
are the men who we know this govern-
ment in Pakistan is run by and con-
trolled by a clique of people who hid 
Osama bin Laden, gave refuge to the 
murderer of 3,000 Americans for years, 
and then, of course, they claim they 
didn’t know he was there—there—right 
next to the school where they train all 
of their military officers. 

Pakistan is supporting America’s en-
emies who are attacking American sol-
diers in Afghanistan and have targeted 
and, of course, brutally murdered other 
Americans and brutally murdered 
other people throughout that region 
who are hostile to their radical Islamic 
terrorist agenda. 

Secretary Kerry says that we must 
give support to placate the positive 
elements in Pakistan. It sort of re-
minds me of when somebody was say-
ing back before World War II, we better 
try to get with Hitler because there are 
some really bad guys in the Nazi Party, 
even worse than Hitler. Give me a 
break. Hitler was an evil man, and the 
people in Pakistan, the clique that 
runs that country and engages in ter-
rorism is an evil clique, and we should 
not be providing them the resources 
they need to build their military capa-
bilities. 

Well, Pakistan’s fight against mili-
tancy is, of course, against our mili-
tary. It is very evident because what 
we have got is attacks being conducted 
by what? By people who are stationed, 
whose operations they are operating 
out of areas in Pakistan. And that has 
been going on for years. Well, trying to 
give them money, from the United 
States to the Pakistani Government, is 
not buying us friendship, and it is not 
buying future or even current peace. 

By the way, the money that we give 
them that isn’t being used to attack 
Americans and friends of ours is being 
used to butcher their own people and 
suppress the opposition within Paki-
stan to this brutal regime. They are 
terrorizing; the Pakistani Government 
is terrorizing whole populations of 
their country like the Balochis and the 
Sindhis. 

The Balochis and the Sindhis are peo-
ple that would prefer not to be under 
the heel of a Pakistani Government 
run in Islamabad. The Baloch people 
live in an area of South Asia now 

claimed by Pakistan, Iran, and Afghan-
istan. But in Pakistan in particular, 
they comprise an important segment of 
the population, and they live in the 
least developed province. Unfortu-
nately, it may be the least developed 
province, and it is where the poorest of 
all Pakistanis reside. All of that, if you 
take a look at being the poorest and 
least developed, but you also look at 
one other factor, it is the richest in 
natural resources of all the provinces 
of Pakistan. So what we have is a 
looting of Balochistan by that clique 
that runs the Pakistani Government in 
a way that does not, of course, benefit 
the people of Balochistan. 

Until the arrival of the British Em-
pire, the Baloch people had organized 
themselves into sort of a confederation 
of tribal chiefs. That is where the 
power was, very similar to Afghani-
stan’s tribal and village system. And 
these people, the Balochi, who recog-
nize themselves as a national entity, 
they would like to control their own 
destiny again. But the Balochi people 
have been terrorized and beaten into 
submission by the Pakistani military. 

We provide the Pakistani military 
with the weapons and the resources 
they need to conduct their terrorism 
not only against their neighbors, not 
only against Christians throughout the 
world, but against their own people. 
The Pakistani military has been unre-
lenting in its attacks and targeted ter-
ror raids against the Baloch popu-
lation. Baloch aspirations for independ-
ence have been checked by force and by 
denying basic human rights and the 
unleashed brute force against them by 
a basically state terrorist repression of 
their people by their own government. 

One particularly grotesque method of 
intimidation of the Baloch is called 
‘‘kill and dump.’’ That is when the 
body of a man or woman who has dis-
appeared from a village is later dumped 
in the middle of that village. And who 
do you think is doing this? We are 
talking about the Pakistani military 
authorities who are conducting this 
type of terrorism on their own people, 
even, as we have said, the same people 
who gave safe haven to bin Laden who 
had massacred 3,000 Americans, the 
same people who offered their territory 
as a staging area to launch attacks 
into Afghanistan supporting the 
Taliban. 

This abysmal human rights record is 
the record of the Pakistani Govern-
ment, and it is shameful. It is shameful 
that we are even considering giving a 
government like this more American 
aid, and we are even going to have to 
borrow that aid from China to give it 
to them. 

It is even worse, of course, because 
American foreign and military aid con-
tributes to the security forces which, 
of course, are killing the Baloch. We 
are not just giving foreign aid; we are 
giving military aid as well. The Baloch 
people have a right to self-determina-
tion and not to live under the control 
of Islamabad if that is what they 
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choose. At the very least, no military 
aid should be given to Pakistan to be 
used against its own people, whether 
they be Baloch or Sindhi or any other 
minority. 

I have already proposed legislation, 
H.R. 1790, to end all aid to Pakistan, 
and have also offered amendments to 
both the Defense and State Depart-
ment authorization bills to end this 
aid, but what needs to be seriously dis-
cussed is not just ending aid. We need 
to seriously discuss a fundamental 
shift in America’s policy towards 
South Asia, a strategy. We have had 
the same strategy since the cold war, 
but those policies that we established 
during the cold war no longer make 
sense. 

In the 1960s, China fought battles in 
both India and the Soviet Union. The 
India-Soviet alignment at that point 
alienated the United States during the 
cold war, and what resulted was clearly 
an adversarial relationship with India. 

When the Soviets invaded Afghani-
stan in 1979, the U.S. and Pakistan 
worked together to support the Afghan 
insurgents who were then battling 
against Soviet occupation troops. Yes, 
during the cold war, Pakistan was an 
ally, but the cold war is over. And even 
then when we fought with them, when 
they helped us support the mujahideen 
fight against the Soviet occupation of 
Afghanistan, they channeled our 
money, they channeled the lion’s share 
of our support to radical Islamist ter-
rorists who should never have had any 
support from the United States. Much 
of it went to a fellow named Gulbuddin 
Hekmatyar. This man is horrendous. 
He has a horrendous record. Even then 
they knew that, when this man was in 
college, he would throw acid into the 
faces of young women who refused to 
wear burkas. And we were giving our 
aid to Pakistan who gave it to a man 
like that? 

Well, the cold war is over, and there 
is no reason for us to give them aid 
that they can pass on to terrorists any 
more. Yes, the cold war is over, and 
since the Soviet Union’s collapse in the 
early 1990s, basic elements of American 
security have fundamentally changed. 

The Pakistani-China friendship since 
that time has deepened. And who is our 
adversary today? It is no longer—Rus-
sia gets in the news, but who is really 
our threat? Radical Islam and an 
emerging China that is much more ag-
gressive than the Russians could con-
ceive of being. 

It is ever more intense and is now 
clearer that an alliance with India 
against Pakistan is in the interest of 
the United States because Pakistan is 
clearly moving in the direction of be-
coming a self-declared enemy of the 
United States even as we give them 
military and other types of aid. Paki-
stan’s gut hostility towards India and 
its shaping of its now ever-increasing 
alliance with China puts them not only 
as an enemy to India, but as an adver-
sary at the very least, an adversary to 
the United States. 

Pakistan is in partnership with ter-
rorist groups like the Taliban, and that 
is very clear to people who are active 
in that part of the world. We should 
not be treating this enemy as a friend. 
In fact, we should reach out to India 
and try to reestablish, just to estab-
lish—perhaps not reestablish, but to es-
tablish a positive relationship that will 
lead to a stronger stance for peace and 
stability in that part of the world as 
we offset the terrorist support that is 
coming from Pakistan. 

b 1300 

We should not be treating an enemy 
country like Pakistan as a friend. It 
will not make them our friend. It will, 
instead, make them disdain us. They 
will disdain our giving people money 
who are our enemies. They will look at 
it as we are cowardly; and it is an ex-
ample of such cowardice. We are giving 
billions to a military and a government 
that is controlled by a military clique 
that despises us and is cooperating 
with those who would destroy us. Not 
one cent to Pakistan. The money going 
to Pakistan is going contrary to our 
interests, to our security, and to the 
stability of South Asia. Let us double 
our efforts to work with India and 
other countries in South and Central 
Asia that truly desire to be America’s 
friends. 

And nowhere, of course, is our hesi-
tancy to do that, to reach out and to 
try to support our friends, nowhere is 
that hesitancy more evident than now 
and what we are doing with Egypt. I 
would call the attention of the Amer-
ican people to what is going on in 
Egypt. In terms of the long run, it is 
far more important to American secu-
rity and the stability of the world and 
world peace what is going on in Egypt 
right now than what is happening in 
the Crimea right now. 

The Egyptian army is the most po-
tent force standing between radical 
Islam and its objective to terrorize and 
subjugate whole populations through-
out the Middle East and thus put them-
selves into a position of facing down 
and defeating Western civilization. 

We are talking about radical 
Islamists who believe in what they be-
lieve in. Just as in the cold war, the 
communists believed in that gobbledy-
gook. But the fact is, radical Islam sees 
that, and they see Western civilization 
as the enemy, and the United States as 
the foundation of Western civilization, 
and they see any government that is 
trying to be democratic as their adver-
sary and enemy. 

It is clear the Egyptian people under-
stood that when they rejected the rad-
ical overtures of the former regime 
that was in power in Egypt. They rose 
up against that government, the Morsi 
government, and right now whether or 
not Egypt is a sucked into a turmoil 
and whether radical Islam takes over 
that country, it is now in the hands of 
a very few leaders of that country who 
are we shunning. It is clear that our re-
luctance to back the stance of Egypt is 

emboldening the radical Islamic ter-
rorist elements who now will target 
Egypt because we are hesitant to get 
behind General al-Sisi and the Egyp-
tian military, who, by the way, are 
committed to bringing back demo-
cratic elections and having democratic 
elections and a democratic process as 
compared to the regime that they will 
be replacing, which was dedicated to 
establishing an Islamic caliphate and 
was in the process of trimming back 
the democratic capabilities of the 
Egyptian people. 

How ironic is it that if Egypt falls, 
there will be chaos and radical Islamic 
expansionism in that part of world, and 
how important it is for us not to have 
that for world stability and our own 
national security. How ironic is it that 
we are holding back, but Russia, under 
Mr. Putin, just last month provided, 
maybe 2 months ago, went over to 
Egypt and provided $2 billion worth of 
military aid to help them defeat rad-
ical Islam. Russia’s proposed arms deal 
with Egypt and its endorsement of 
Egypt’s military ruler, General al-Sisi, 
and his efforts to run for President is a 
signal to the Arab leaders that, unlike 
the United States, Russia will back 
those courageous enough to take on 
the radical Islamic threat to human 
freedom and human progress. 

The Egyptian people were saved from 
Islamic extremist rule. They were 
saved by a small group of people who 
we are putting roadblocks in the way 
of General al-Sisi. We actually con-
vinced the Egyptian military to be de-
pendent on the United States over the 
years, and now, when they are in a cri-
sis, we are refraining from selling them 
the helicopters and the spare parts 
they need to thwart the radical Islamic 
terrorists who threaten a battle in the 
Sinai desert. If we let the Egyptian 
military down and we send that signal, 
we abandon them, as we have aban-
doned Dr. Alfridi. No one in the world 
will ever trust us again. There will be 
a major expansion of radical Islamic 
terrorist regimes, and the world we 
know will be far less stable and far less 
secure. Our country, and other demo-
cratic countries in the world, will be in 
dramatic danger. 

The Egyptian people were saved from 
Islamic extremist rule by a very coura-
geous group of people. We can’t let 
them hang out on a branch by them-
selves. And yes, the United States and 
the rest of the world were saved by the 
actions of a small group of people who 
stood up as Morsi and the former gov-
ernment was cutting away the freedom 
of those people and establishing this 
radical Islamic caliphate. Well, a small 
group of courageous people stood up to 
side with the people who had gone into 
the streets to oppose that and said, No, 
we are not going to let this govern-
ment superimpose this type of regime. 
It is contrary to the will of the Egyp-
tian people. And they have, I might 
add, put Egypt back on a course to-
wards free elections. 

Egypt, of course, is one of the most 
strategic countries. Yet, as I say, we 
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don’t hear our administration, this ad-
ministration, coming here to plead the 
case about giving aid to those brave 
people in Egypt who are fighting rad-
ical Islamic terrorism. Instead, they 
are requesting hundred of millions of 
dollars, yes, over a billion dollars in 
aid to Pakistan, which is aiding radical 
Islamic terrorists and siding with 
China. 

Well, if you think that none of this 
makes sense, you are right, it doesn’t, 
but it is up to us, the American people, 
to hold our own government account-
able, to make sure that we do not give 
aid to our enemies and to make sure 
that our government is doing things 
that make sense. We should be sticking 
with our friends and opposing our en-
emies. How much more common sense 
does it take, although our government 
has not been operating that way. It is 
up to us, the American people, to make 
sure that we do not give aid to Paki-
stan and we support those people who 
would have Western democratic gov-
ernment in Egypt, and to support the 
people like the Baloch and the Sindhis, 
who are struggling under the oppres-
sion of radical Islamic terrorist re-
gimes, to try to find their own way and 
have their own government and have 
their own democratic system 

With that, Mr. Speaker, I yield back 
the balance of my time. 

f 

METRO-NORTH TRAIN SAFETY 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 

the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 3, 2013, the Chair recognizes the 
gentleman from New York (Mr. ENGEL) 
for 30 minutes. 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, the Fed-
eral Railroad Administration’s exam-
ination of the Metro-North railroad 
safety apparatus has been completed. 

I begin by offering my sincere condo-
lences to the family and friends of Mr. 
James Romansoff, a Metro-North em-
ployee and a constituent of mine, a 
Yonkers resident, who died Monday 
after being hit by a train while per-
forming track maintenance. My 
thoughts go out to his relatives and all 
who knew him, and I am deeply sorry 
for the family’s loss. 

This morning, the U.S. Department 
of Transportation’s Federal Railroad 
Administration released a report to 
Congress entitled, ‘‘Operation Deep 
Dive: Metro-North Commuter Railroad 
Safety Assessment.’’ This report was 
prompted by the horrific train derail-
ment that occurred in my district on 
December 1, 2013, which killed four and 
wounded dozens. 

I am sure I speak for all of my col-
leagues when I say that the safety and 
welfare of my constituents, of all of 
our constituents, is our number one 
priority. That is why I was dismayed to 
learn of the profoundly ineffective 
standards under which Metro-North—a 
rail system that thousands of my con-
stituents depend on daily—has been op-
erating. 

According to the FRA’s report, which 
concentrated on Metro-North’s ‘‘safety 

culture,’’ this system is hampered by a 
strict adherence to train schedules; a 
safety apparatus that does not seek out 
potentially dangerous situations, but 
instead responds to complications after 
they arise; and inadequate training 
procedures. 

These ailments are indefensible and 
unwarranted. The FRA’s report states: 

Detectable safety issues exist across mul-
tiple disciplines that should have been dis-
covered by the Metro-North management. 

That is an indictment of Metro- 
North’s management. No people should 
be killed because of incompetence. No 
people should have been killed because 
the person driving the train apparently 
fell asleep. Metro-North’s failure to 
monitor potential safety hazards is 
downright reckless. According to the 
Metropolitan Transit Authority, ap-
proximately 281,000 travelers use 
Metro-North trains every week, and 
those passengers’ commutes are at risk 
from these safety hazards cited in the 
report. 

Getting people in and out of New 
York City, in and out of Manhattan, is 
an important task, and if it can’t be 
done safely, then what good it is. 

The FRA’s report makes several rec-
ommendations that, if implemented, 
might help prevent accidents in the fu-
ture. According to the report, Metro- 
North is plagued by three fundamental 
problems: a destructive emphasize on 
timely departures and arrivals; the ab-
sence of proactive rather than reactive 
responses to safety concerns; and defec-
tive training procedures. Four serious 
Metro-North accidents occurred just 
last year, and that is four too many. 

I call upon Metro-North to imme-
diately begin implementing the safety 
recommendations contained in the 
FRA report. The safety of thousands of 
passengers and Metro-North employees 
depends on it. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mr. CULBERSON (at the request of Mr. 
CANTOR) for today on account of sick-
ness. 

Mr. DANNY K. DAVIS of Illinois (at the 
request of Ms. PELOSI) for today. 

f 

SENATE ENROLLED JOINT 
RESOLUTION SIGNED 

The Speaker announced his signature 
to an enrolled joint resolution of the 
Senate of the following title: 

S.J. Res. 32. Joint resolution providing for 
the reappointment of John W. McCarter as a 
citizen regent of the Board of Regents of the 
Smithsonian Institution. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 1 o’clock and 11 minutes 

p.m.), under its previous order, the 
House adjourned until Tuesday, March 
18, 2014, at 1 p.m. 

f 

OATH FOR ACCESS TO CLASSIFIED 
INFORMATION 

Under clause 13 of rule XXIII, the fol-
lowing Members executed the oath for 
acess to classified information: 

Robert B. Aderholt, Rodney Alexander*, 
Justin Amash, Mark E. Amodei, Robert E. 
Andrews*, Michele Bachmann, Spencer Bach-
us, Ron Barber, Lou Barletta, Garland 
‘‘Andy’’ Barr, John Barrow, Joe Barton, 
Karen Bass, Joyce Beatty, Xavier Becerra, 
Dan Benishek, Kerry L. Bentivolio, Ami 
Bera, Gus M. Bilirakis, Rob Bishop, Sanford 
D. Bishop, Jr., Timothy H. Bishop, Diane 
Black, Marsha Blackburn, Earl Blumenauer, 
John A. Boehner, Suzanne Bonamici, Jo 
Bonner*, Madeleine Z. Bordallo, Charles W. 
Boustany, Jr., Kevin Brady, Robert A. 
Brady, Bruce L. Braley, Jim Bridenstine, Mo 
Brooks, Susan W. Brooks, Paul C. Broun, 
Corrine Brown, Julia Brownley, Vern 
Buchanan, Larry Bucshon, Michael C. Bur-
gess, Cheri Bustos, G. K. Butterfield, Bradley 
Byrne, Ken Calvert, Dave Camp, John Camp-
bell, Eric Cantor, Shelley Moore Capito, Lois 
Capps, Michael E. Capuano, Tony Cárdenas, 
John C. Carney, Jr., André Carson, John R. 
Carter, Matt Cartwright, Bill Cassidy, Kathy 
Castor, Joaquin Castro, Steve Chabot, Jason 
Chaffetz, Donna M. Christensen, Judy Chu, 
David N. Cicilline, Katherine M. Clark, 
Yvette D. Clarke, Wm. Lacy Clay, Emanuel 
Cleaver, James E. Clyburn, Howard Coble, 
Mike Coffman, Steve Cohen, Tom Cole, Chris 
Collins, Doug Collins, K. Michael Conaway, 
Gerald E. Connolly, John Conyers, Jr., Paul 
Cook, Jim Cooper, Jim Costa, Tom Cotton, 
Joe Courtney, Kevin Cramer, Eric A. ‘‘Rick’’ 
Crawford, Ander Crenshaw, Joseph Crowley, 
Henry Cuellar, John Abney Culberson, Elijah 
E. Cummings, Steve Daines, Danny K. Davis, 
Rodney Davis, Susan A. Davis, Peter A. 
DeFazio, Diana DeGette, John K. Delaney, 
Rosa L. DeLauro, Suzan K. DelBene, Jeff 
Denham, Charles W. Dent, Ron DeSantis, 
Scott DesJarlais, Theodore E. Deutch, Mario 
Diaz-Balart, John D. Dingell, Lloyd Doggett, 
Michael F. Doyle, Tammy Duckworth, Sean 
P. Duffy, Jeff Duncan, John J. Duncan, Jr., 
Donna F. Edwards, Keith Ellison, Renee L. 
Ellmers, Jo Ann Emerson*, Eliot L. Engel, 
William L. Enyart, Anna G. Eshoo, Elizabeth 
H. Esty, Eni F. H. Faleomavaega, Blake 
Farenthold, Sam Farr, Chaka Fattah, Ste-
phen Lee Fincher, Michael G. Fitzpatrick, 
Charles J. ‘‘Chuck’’ Fleischmann, John 
Fleming, Bill Flores, J. Randy Forbes, Jeff 
Fortenberry, Bill Foster, Virginia Foxx, Lois 
Frankel, Trent Franks, Rodney P. Freling-
huysen, Marcia L. Fudge, Tulsi Gabbard, 
Pete P. Gallego, John Garamendi, Joe Gar-
cia, Cory Gardner, Scott Garrett, Jim Ger-
lach, Bob Gibbs, Christopher P. Gibson, Phil 
Gingrey, Louie Gohmert, Bob Goodlatte, 
Paul A. Gosar, Trey Gowdy, Kay Granger, 
Sam Graves, Tom Graves, Alan Grayson, Al 
Green, Gene Green, Tim Griffin, H. Morgan 
Griffith, Raúl M. Grijalva, Michael G. 
Grimm, Brett Guthrie, Luis V. Gutiérrez, 
Janice Hahn, Ralph M. Hall, Colleen W. 
Hanabusa, Richard L. Hanna, Gregg Harper, 
Andy Harris, Vicky Hartzler, Alcee L. Has-
tings, Doc Hastings, Denny Heck, Joseph J. 
Heck, Jeb Hensarling, Jaime Herrera 
Beutler, Brian Higgins, James A. Himes, 
Rubén Hinojosa, George Holding, Rush Holt, 
Michael M. Honda, Steven A. Horsford, 
Steny H. Hoyer, Richard Hudson, Tim 
Huelskamp, Jared Huffman, Bill Huizenga, 
Randy Hultgren, Duncan Hunter, Robert 
Hurt, Steve Israel, Darrell E. Issa, Sheila 
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